In Ancient Greek complex sentences consisting of a main and complement clause, constituents which semantically and syntactically belong to the complement clause can be placed in a position preceding or interrupting the main clause. This phenomenon is referred to as clause or sentence intertwining. This paper examines the pragmatic factors involved in the preposing of contituents in sentences containing an infĳinitival complement clause. It will be argued that the specifĳic pragmatic function of the preposed constituents is Theme (left dislocation), new/contrastive topic or narrow focus. Preposing can be analyzed as a device to pragmatically highlight the involved constituents. The paper also addresses the position of new, contrastive and given topics and of adverbs and clauses with Setting function.
. Introduction
In Ancient Greek, complex clause constructions consisting of a main and an infĳinite complement clause exhibit a wide variety of word order patterns. A complement clause may follow the main clause (1) but it can also appear preceding the main clause (2). Moreover, the two clauses can also be intertwined in various ways. In the case of clause intertwining, one or more constituents semantically and syntactically belonging to the complement verb are placed in a position preceding (3) or interrupting (4) the main clause.
( The question presents itself as to how we can account for this variation in interclausal word order. The main aim of this paper will be to make a fĳirst attempt to explore this relatively uncharted area of Greek word order research. The focus will mainly be on the phenomenon of clause intertwining as exemplifĳied by (3) and (4). Clause intertwining can be considered marked constituent orderings because they violate the Principle of Domain Integrity which is a general constituent ordering principle which states that '[c]onstituents prefer to remain within their proper domain; domains prefer not to be interrupted by constituents from other domains' (Dik 1997: I.402 ). The reason for the violation of this principle, I will argue, is to pragmatically highlight the constituents preceding the main verb. The ordering of type (2), furthermore, can be accounted for by the same discourse-pragmatic factors.
In the last two decades, the study of Ancient Greek constituent order has made signifĳicant progress thanks to two seminal studies by Helma Dik 1995 and Dejan Matić 2003 . Dik and Matić have demonstrated clearly that the problem 1) The abbreviation PTC stands for particle.
of Greek word order can be fruitfully approached from a discourse pragmatic perspective: clausal word order turns out to be determined primarily by the particular pragmatic function of the constituent at issue. The word order models of Dik and Matić take the clause as the basic unit of description. This means that their models are not designed to cover word order patterns of complex sentences. Nonetheless, as will become clear later, there is much to be learned from these models also in the analysis of complex sentences. Since a detailed discussion of the clausal word order models of Dik and Matić is beyond the scope of this paper, I will focus on those aspects of their models that are of direct relevance to the analysis of word order in complex sentences. But let us fĳirst consider what type of sentences will be the subject of our investigation.
The sentences I am concerned with are those of which the main verb is a complement-taking verb. Complement-taking verbs can be modal verbs (e.g. βούλομαι 'want', δεῖ 'it is necessary', δύναμαι 'can'), manipulation verbs (e.g. δέο-μαι 'ask', ἐάω 'let', κελεύω 'order, request', ποιέω 'cause that'), verbs of speech (e.g. λέγω 'say', φημί 'say'), or mental process verbs (perception, cognition or emotion, e.g. ἀκούω 'hear', οἶδα 'know', οἴομαι 'think', ὁράω 'see'). In this paper, I will focus on those verbs that take an infĳinitival complement clause (see Kühner-Gerth 1898 : II.24-33, Smyth-Messing 1956 . Participial and fĳinite complement clauses will be left out of account. As is known, the subject of the infĳini-tive clause appears in the accusative case if it is diffferent from the main clause subject (accusativus cum infĳinitivo).
Before I move on to an analysis of the corpus data, it is important to defĳine the terms which will be used. In general, the terminology is derived from Simon Dik's Functional Grammar, more particularly, from Dik 1997. The following terms will be used: Theme, Setting, new topic, constrastive topic, given topic, narrow focus and broad focus. In Functional Grammar, the term Theme is used to refer to a separate (left detached) intonation unit preceding the main clause which refers to an entity 'with regard to which the following clause is going to present some relevant information' (Dik 1997: 389) . 2 An English example is [My dad] Theme , all he ever did was farm and ranch (from Givón 2001: II.265 ). In Ancient Greek, Theme constructions typically serve to promote the referent from a relatively peripheral ('semiactive') discourse status into the very centre of attention (see Allan, Forthc.) . Themes are typically resumed topics, i.e. they are used to bring back topical referents into the discourse which have been 2) Note that the notion of Theme in Dik's Functional Grammar is diffferent from that of the Prague School (e.g. Firbas 1964) and of Halliday (e.g. 1967) .
out of the focus of attention for a while. Themes can also be subtopics: topics which are inferentially related (on the basis of a cognitive frame/schema) to an earlier given topic. 3 Settings are adverbial clauses preceding the (main) clause which specify time, location and/or other circumstantial state of afffairs (Dik 1997: II.397 ). An example is [When Mary had left for New York] Setting , John felt awful. Settings have a grounding function with respect to the subsequent main clause in that they specify time, location and/or other circumstantial state of afffairs. Apart from their link to the subsequent discourse, they typically also show signs of a pragmatic connection with the preceding discourse. In this way, they constitute a coherence bridge between the preceding and the following discourse. In Ancient Greek, Settings are typically subordinate fĳinite or participial (conjunct participle or absolute genitive) clauses (Dik 2007: 36-37) .
A topic expression refers to an entity which is assumed by the speaker to be part of (or inferable from) the information shared by the speaker and addressee. The topic is a 'matter of current interest which a statement is about and with respect to which a proposition is to be interpreted as relevant' (Lambrecht 1994) . New topics are entities which are newly introduced into the discourse (Dik, 1997: II.314-318) . In Ancient Greek, clause-initial new topics tend to be identifĳiable to the addressee on the basis of general knowledge shared by the speaker/narrator and addressee. So even though they are new to the discourse they are usually not brand-new to the discourse participants. Contrastive topics are topics referring to an entity which is a member selected from of a limited set of candidates belonging to the same semantic class (Lambrecht 1994 : 291-295, Givón 2001 ), e.g. I saw Socrates and Plato yesterday. [Socrates] ContrTopic greeted me friendly but [Plato] ContrTopic ignored me completely. Given topics present entities which are supposed to be highly accessible to the addressee (Dik, 1997: II.294 ). They refer to entities which are presumed to be in the centre of the addressees consciousness, without serious competition from alternative topical referents (as opposed to contrastive topics). 4 Typically, the referent of a given topic has already been mentioned in the preceding sentence. For example, I saw Socrates yesterday. [He] Given Topic was very friendly to me.
3) For the notion of resumed topic and subtopic, see Dik 1997: I.323-326 . Theme constructions are also referred to as left detachment (e.g. Lambrecht 1994) or left dislocation (e.g. Givón 2001) . The form and function of Theme constructions in Ancient Greek have been discussed by Bakker 1990 , Ruijgh 1990 , Slings 1992 , 2002 , H. Dik 1995 , 2007 : 34-36, Bertrand 2010 In the terminology of Chafe, given topics have an active status in the addressee's consciousness. For the three-way distinction between active, semiactive and inactive information status, see Chafe 1994. The focus of a sentence is that piece of information 'which is relatively the most important or salient in the given communicative setting, and considered by S[peaker] to be most essential for A[ddressee] to integrate into his pragmatic information' (Dik 1997: I.326 In this paper, I will argue that the constituent order of a complex sentence can be described by means of the following schema:
(5) Word order schema complex sentence: 6
NCTopC -Narrow FocC -Inf -Presupp. Mat.
The word order schema of complex sentences could be characterized as a 'blend' between two clausal schemas. In fĳirst position, we fĳind the Theme (left dislocated topic), which is either linked to the main clause (M) or to the complement (C). The Theme can be followed by a Setting (frame-setting adverbial clause) which is associated with the main clause. 7 Next, a new or contrastive topic (NCTop) may be placed. 8 The slot preceding the main verb is reserved for the primary narrow focus constituent, either belonging to the main or to the complement clause. 9 The main verb can be followed by a Setting clause 5) Narrow focus is equivalent to Lambrecht's argument focus, while broad focus comprises Lambrecht's predicate focus and sentence focus (Lambrecht 1994: 222-238) . 6) For the sake of clarity I left out of the schema the positions of prepositive and postpositive words, setting adverbs, given topics. Prepositive and postpositive words are subject to ordering rules entirely diffferent from those of 'mobile' words (Dover 1960 , Marshall 1987 , Goldstein 2010 and are therefore beyond the scope of this paper. Setting adverbs tend to occur in the absolute clause-initial position; given topics can be located in the position immediately following the main or after the complement verb. These types of constituents will be dealt with later. 7) For Themes and Settings in Greek, see also Probably the most conspicuous feature of the schema is the possibility of placing Themes, topics and focus constituents which syntactically belong to the complement clause (written boldface in schema (5) above) in front of the main verb. Preposing constituents in this way is a strategy to highlight them pragmatically (Dik 1997: II.341-342) . 10 The preverbal topic and focus positions of the main verb are 'lent' to constituents of the complement clause in order to increase their discourse prominence. Preposing results in a pragmatically marked word order due to the violation of the Principle of Domain Integrity. Instead of being placed within the complement clause domain to which it semantically and syntactically belongs, it is 'displaced' into the domain of the main clause. 11 In the same way, (narrow) foci belonging to the complement clause can end up in a position preceding the main verb.
The increased pragmatic saliency of the preposed elements can, in my view, be explained by the cooperation of two general cognitive principles. The fĳirst concerns the principle of 'task urgency' as formulated by Givón, which states 'attend fĳirst to the most urgent task' (Givón 1983: 20) . The second principle regards the diffference in cognitive salience between main and subordinate clauses. Main clauses are often considered to be cognitively foregrounded, that is, in the centre of attention, while subordinate clauses tend to contain backgrounded material (see e.g. recently Wårvik 2004) .
To get an impression of the relative markedness of various word order patterns, it is illustrative to examine some statistical data drawn from Herodotus and Plato. 12 regarding Dik's Focus as a narrow focus. For the distinction between narrow and broad focus, see below. 10) Related constructions which involve the 'displacement' of a constituent are prolepsis and hyperbaton. For a functional-pragmatic account of prolepsis in Ancient Greek, see Panhuis 1984 , Chanet 1988 and Slings 1992 . Hyperbaton has been treated by Devine & Stephens 2000 and Bertrand 2010 . Hyperbaton shows a remarkable afffĳinity with preposing in intertwined clauses in that both topical and focal elements can be preposed. 11) The phenomenon involving the placement of a (part of a) constituent outside its proper domain is often referred to by the term 'displacement'. For a general functional account of these phenomena, I refer to Dik 1997: I.436-439, II.339-351. 12) The corpus consists of all sentences containing the main verbs βούλομαι, δοκέω, κελεύω, οἶμαι and φημί construed with an infĳinitival complement clause in the 1st book of Herodotus' Histories and in Plato's Symposion. The complement-taking verbs overwhelmingly precedes their complement infĳinitives. This is paralleled by the general tendency in Ancient Greek for auxiliaries (e.g. δεῖ, μέλλω, χρή) to precede their infĳinitive complements. The markedness of the preposed infĳinitive shows in the strongly asymmetrical distribution. I will go into the factors explaining preposed infĳinitives in section (4). Preposed contrastive/new topics (13 instances) occur less frequently than nonpreposed topics (18 ×). The markedness of the preposed position of topics shows in the lower frequency of occurrence: 34 % preposed vs. 66 % non-preposed. In the rest of my paper, I will discuss the following issues: fĳirst, I will go into the pragmatic factors explaining the preposed position of topics (section 2) and focus constituents (section 3). Next, the issue of preposed infĳinitives will be addressed (section 4). Third, the position of extra-clausal constituents (Themes and Settings) will be discussed (section 5). In section (6), a short note will be dedicated to the position of frame-setting adverbs and given topics. Section (7), fĳinally, the phenomenon of clause intertwining is analyzed as a form of raising.
. Preposed Topic
A topic expression refers to an entity which is assumed by the speaker to be part of (or inferable from) the information shared by the speaker and addressee. It is a 'matter of current interest which a statement is about and with respect to which a proposition is to be interpreted as relevant' (Lambrecht 1994 Hesiod and Homer are newly introduced in the discourse (new topic) and they remain the central discourse topic in the following discourse unit. Hesiod and Homer are part of the general cultural knowledge shared by Herodotus and his audience. So even though Hesiod and Homer have not been mentioned previously in the discourse (i.e., they are inactive referents), they are easily identifĳiable to the addressee and therefore perfectly acceptable as topic of the sentence. 14 Herodotus' aim here is to argue against the common opinion by stating that Hesiod and Homer lived no more than 400 years before his own time. The newly asserted information is ἡλικίην τετρακοσίοισι ἔτεσι '400 years earlier'. The (counter-presuppositional) focus is on ἡλικίην τετρακοσίοισι ἔτεσι which is placed in preposed position. The comparative adjective πρεσβυτέρους is following the main verb and thus presented as presupposed information: the fact that Hesiod and Homer are older than Herodotus is hardly controversial. The clitic pronoun μέο is attached to the main verb. 15 Examples like (8) are quite rare. In most cases, either the topic or the focus constituent is preposed. A factor explaining the preposing of the topic appears to be the degree of discourse prominence of the topic referent. Preposed topics often refer to those discourse topics that are central to the discourse, whereas those referring to discourse topics of secondary signifĳicance tend not to be preposed. 16 (Dik 1997: I.314) . A discourse may have multiple discourse topics, some more central to the discourse than others. Constituents that are marked as more topical tend to have been topical in the preceding discourse and to persist longer in the subsequent discourse (see Givón 2001, 1, 198 and Allan, Forthc The subject accusative of the infĳinitive clause (accusative plus infĳinitive) is typically the topic of the complement clause. Harpagus in (9a) is obviously a major protagonist in the episode in which his son is killed, cooked and served to him by Astyages. Phaedrus (in b) is one of the participants of the symposium. Apollo is newly introduced in the discourse in (c) and he will continue to play a central role in the subsequent part of Aristophanes' speech as he shapes the human body. In (d), the preposed topic is an anaphoric pronoun. Since they serve as a cohesive link with the preceding context, anaphoric pronouns naturally favor the initial position in the sentence. 19 Non-preposed new or contrastive topics (i.e. topic constituents placed within the complement clause) tend to be of secondary discourse prominence. (10) In none of these cases the clausal topic refers to a central, persisting actor in the discourse. In (a), Alcestis is merely mentioned in passing as one of a series of examples of self-sacrifĳice. In (b), τὰ νῦν παρόντα is an inanimate entity of passing interest to the interlocutors' discourse. The anonymous interpreters and messengers to the oracle in (c) and (d) are peripheral participants in the action leaving the stage immediately after their entry. 20 Note that the main (embedding) verb may also be an infĳinitive (κελεῦσαι in c) or a participle (δοκέων in d).
. Preposed Focus
The focus of a sentence is that piece of information 'which is relatively the most important or salient in the given communicative setting, and considered by S[peaker] to be most essential for A[ddressee] to integrate into his pragmatic information' (Dik 1997: I.326) . It is 'the element of information whereby the presupposition and the assertion DIFFER from each other. The focus is that portion of an utterance which cannot be taken for granted at the time of speech.' (Lambrecht 1994: 207) . To explain the preposing of narrow focus constituents, I would like to suggest that the preposed position is a way to mark the constituent at issue as highly focal. Typically, the preposed narrow focus constituent is contrastive or counter-presuppositional.
As Dik's defĳinition of focus as the piece of information 'which is relatively [my italics, RJA] the most important or salient' makes clear, it is possible to conceive of focality as a scalar rather than a discrete notion. A piece of information can be more focal than another and this diffference can be coded by diffferent grammatical constructions. As Givón (2001: II.221 ) notes with regard to contrastive focus constructions, 'the notion of contrast is neither grammatically nor cognitively discrete. Rather, it rests upon the more fundamental cognitive dimensions of informational predictability and its converse, counter-expectancy, both of which are at least in principle scalar. While grammatical constructions do not code promiscuously-many points along a functional-cognitive scalar domain, they do often code more than a single binary split. ' Contrastive foci show a high degree of focality because they involve chunks of information which are relatively unpredictable due to the presence of a salient alternative piece of information. This alternative piece of information may be expressed in the form of a corresponding constituent in a parallel construction 21 or it involves information which the speaker presupposes to be entertained by the addressee (counter-presuppositional focus, see Dik 1997: I.332 In (11a), the preposed focus ἐκ Κρήτης is contrasted with the focus of the preceding clause αὐτόχθονες. In (b), the cowherd declares that Cyrus is his own son. The focus ἐξ ἑωυτοῦ is counter-presuppositional: it replaces Astyages' presupposition that Cyrus is not the cowherd's son (replacing focus in Simon Dik's terminology). In (c), τῷ Σωκράτει is contrasted with αὐτόν 'himself' in the preceding clause (cf. also πρῶτον μὲν …, ἔπειτα …). Examples (d) and (e) contain a negation (cf. Dik's rejecting focus: the speaker rejects a proposition of which (s)he presumes that it is entertained by the addressee). In (d), there is a hyperbaton of οὐδέν and ἄλλο: οὐδέν carries the primary focus and is therefore placed before the main verb; ἄλλο has less focus and is located within the complement clause before the infĳinitive. 23 Together, they constitute the direct object of the infĳinitive complement ἐπίστασθαι. Οὐ πάνυ in (e) has scope over the infĳinitive complement. The main verb ἔφην is outside the scope of negation. 24 The intensifying adverb κάρτα in (f) is as modifĳier of the adjective ἀμαθέα and is placed 23) Preposed negations seem to occur more frequently than non-preposed negations. In my data, there are 9 instances of preposed negations against 4 non-preposed. In 3 of these 4 instances, the non-preposed negation occurs in a coordinated complement clause: φὰς SAY.PTCP (…) οὐκ NEG (…) ἀλλ' BUT (Hdt. before the main verb to provide extra emphasis (primary focus), ἀμαθέα is part of the complement clause and carries secondary focus (because located before infĳinitive). 25 Non-preposed narrow focus constituents tend to be non-contrastive and non-counter-presuppositional. Typically, non-preposed foci are what Simon Dik calls completive, that is to say, they serve to fĳill in a specifĳic piece of information for which the speaker presumes that the addressee has an information gap, e.g. A: -What happened yesterday? B: -Socrates met with Protagoras. The information provided by the focus constituent neither counters any presupposition nor does it stand in contrast to another focal constituent. It merely adds an element to the shared common ground of speaker and addressee. Since they do not involve a contrast with an alternative piece of information which is explicitly mentioned or presupposed, completive focus constituents do not show a high degree of focality. For this reason, as I would suggest, such focus constituents tend not to receive the marked position preceding the main verb. Because we are still dealing with a narrow focus rather than with a broad focus the constituent at issue is located in the slot preceding the complement infĳini-tive. (12) In these cases, the constituent preceding the embedded infĳinitive provides the most important piece of new information without salient contrast or counterpresuppositionality being involved. The infĳinitives in (12a)-(12c) are verbs with an unspecifĳic lexical meaning providing little salient new information ('make', 'be', 'wear'). In (12d), it is to be expected that Socrates, upon meeting him, would speak to Alcibiades. The infĳinitive διαλέξεσθαι can therefore be considered presupposed information. The adverb αὐτίκα provides the most salient new information in the infĳinitive clause.
. Preposed Infinitive
The next issue I would like to go into relates to preposed infĳinitives. This marked word order can be accounted for by the same word order schema as the one discussed above. In the case of preposed infĳininitives, it is the infĳinitive (clause) which fĳills the special focus slot preceding the main verb. An important additional condition for preposing the infĳinitive is that the infĳinitival complement clause is short. Preferably, it only consists of the infĳinitive itself, possibly accompanied by one other constituent (rarely more). The efffect of preposing the infĳinitive is to give focus to the infĳinitive. Often, the infĳinitive is contrastive with another infĳinitive in the context. E.g., (13) In example (a), the infĳinitive καὶ γινώσκειν is contrasted with the following infĳinitive καὶ ἀρεστὸν εἶναι. 26 In (b), the infĳinitive clause τἆλλα ἰᾶσθαι is contrasted with the preceding infĳinitive clause τό τε πρόσωπον μεταστρέφειν καὶ τὸ τοῦ αὐχένος ἥμισυ πρὸς τὴν τομήν. An additional factor explaining the preposing of the infĳinitive may be that ἐκέλευεν is merely repeated and thus not very informative. The infĳinitive τετρῶσθαι in (c) does not contrast explicitly with another verb. However, it does stand in contrast with the content of the following section in which Socrates turns out to be unafffected by Alcibiades effforts. Alcibiades thought Socrates was 'wounded' indeed but, in actual fact, Socrates was to turn him down.
In other cases, the preposed infĳinitival clause appears to be used to highlight an unexpected, counter-presuppositional or otherwise especially newsworthy event. (14) Astyages in (a) contradicts the idea he presumes to be held by the cowherd (rejecting focus). In (b), Alcibiades puts focus on ἀπιέναι since Socrates' wish to leave comes as a great surprise: it contradicts Alcibiades' expectation that he would stay (replacive focus). In (c), Socrates has been praising Agathon excessively. Agathon, however, corrects the presupposition (replacive focus) that this praise is favorable to him by pointing out that Socrates is actually casting a spell on him (the implicit idea behind this is that receiving too much praise may incur the jealousy of the gods [Dover 1980] ). 27 Adrastus in (d) expresses the remarkable request to be killed by Croesus on Atys' body (who had been killed by Adrastus). The extraordinary and unexpected character of Adrastus' wish is marked by preposing the infĳinitive ἐπικατασφάξαι 'to be killed on'. Its dative complement τῷ νεκρῷ is placed after the verb because it is provides information already given in the context (cf. πρὸ τοῦ νεκροῦ in the preceding participial clause).
. Preposed Theme and Clausal Setting
Hitherto, I have discussed what is perhaps the most notable feature of word order in complex sentences: the placement of topical and focal constituents semantically belonging to the complement clause in the topic and focus slots of the main verb. In the following section, the position of the extra-clausal constituents Themes and clausal Settings within the complex sentence will be dealt with. A Theme is a left-detached extra-clausal constituent, typically serving to (re)establish a topic in the discourse by bringing the referent back into the centre of attention. Settings are adverbial clauses preceding the (main) clause specifying time, location and/or other circumstantial state of afffairs. Themes and Setting clauses are often combined. For example, (15) Theme Ξέρξης resumes the narrative revolving around the discourse topic Xerxes. The preceding section contains an extensive description of the Persian army and fleet which was rounded offf with a digression on Artemisia of 27) Note the position of the postpositive pronoun με attached to the main verb (for this phenomenon, see note 15).
Halicarnassus, one of the commanders of the fleet. The function of the Setting clause is typical: it creates both an anaphoric link to the preceding discourse, the description of the army, as well as providing a background to the subsequent discourse unit. Although there are only few examples in my corpus, Themes appear to be located before the main verb even if they are semantically and syntacticallynote the accusative case in the example below-associated with the complement clause. I only found two examples in my data. In both cases, the Theme precedes an interrogative pronoun. These constituents are not clause-internal topics but extra-clausal (i.e. left detached) Themes. In Ancient Greek, there are indications that constituents preceding the interrogative pronoun constitute separate intonation units. Clitic particles such as ἄν and unaccented personal and indefĳinite pronouns are placed after the interrogative pronoun (Marshall 1987, 19) , which points to an intonation boundary preceding the interrogative pronoun. 28 The position of ἄν in (a.) and σε in (b.) demonstrate that the interrogative pronoun is preceded by an intonational boundary. 30 The left-detached status 28) For the 'delayed position' of clitic particles as evidence for intonation unit boundaries ('colonformation'), I refer to Fränkel 1964 , Marshall 1987 , Ruijgh 1990 and Goldstein 2010 Translation Marchant (Marchant & Todd 1923) . 30) Other examples are: Hdt. 3.63.3 (ἐμοὶ δὲ τίς ἄν), Pl. Grg. 330c (σὺ δὲ τίν' ἄν), Pl. Prot. 328a (τούτους of σοφίαν and περὶ τῶν τοιῶνδε shows that these constituents are extra-clausal Themes rather than clause-internal topics. 31 Accusative-marking is not problematic for assuming a Theme status. In Ancient Greek, Themes can appear in oblique cases (Slings 1997 , Bertrand 2010 ). This phenomenon is also known from other languages (Dik 1997: II.391-392) And Harpagus, when he saw me, he told me to take the child with all speed and bring it away (…).
The Setting in (a) is a conjunct participle clause modifying the subject accusative ῾Ελλήνων τινάς. In (b), the Setting is an absolute genitive clause. 32 Example (c) contains a Theme (M) and a Setting (M) preceding the main clause, as well as a Setting (C) preceding the complement clause.
ἔτι τίς ἄν). For a more elaborate discussion about the extra-clausal status of contituents preceding the interrogative pronoun, see Bertrand 2010, 337. 31) The absence of resumptive pronouns is not a conclusive indication of clause-internal status of these constituents given that the zero-anaphora is the normal way in Ancient Greek to refer to highly accessible discourse topics.
32) The personal pronoun ἐγώ here functions as an unemphatic given topic and is therefore placed after the verb. For ἐγώ and σύ as unemphatic postpositives, see Dik 2003 . The position of given topics in complex sentences will be discussed later.
. Setting Adverbs and Given Topics
The fĳinal issue I would like to address is the placement of adverbs with Setting function and given topics. In the preceding section, the position of clauses with Setting function was dealt with. Besides clauses, also adverbs (or adverbial phrases) can function as Settings. Setting adverbs are sentence adverbs providing a semantic frame with respect to which the state of afffairs described in the subsequent sentence or discourse segment is to be assessed. 33 Setting adverbs are placed in clause-initial position preceding new or contrastive topics (though after conjunctions and relative pronouns). They typically have a spatio-temporal or discourse-structural meaning, e.g. εἶτα/ἔπειτα 'then, thereafter', μετὰ τοῦτο 'after that' νῦν 'now', πρῶτον 'fĳirst', τότε 'then'. 34 In most cases, Setting adverbs were probably not separated from the clause by an intonation boundary but there are cases which show signs of a left-detached, extra-clausal status. An example is Lysias 7.12: νῦν δὲ / πάντας ἄν ὑμᾶς βουλοίμην (…), in which the delayed position of ἄν can be seen as an indication of an intonation boundary after νῦν.
In complex sentences, frame-setting adverbs show a strong tendency to be placed in initial position even if they semantically belong to the complement clause. Examples from my corpus are the following: In examples (a) and (b [= 11c]), the adverb modifĳies the main clause; in (c) and (d), the adverb modifĳies the complement clause. Because τὸ μετὰ τοῦτο in (d) is ambiguous between an adverb and a noun (being a substantivized prepositional phrase), it can also be analyzed as a Theme: 'as for the time after that, what state of mind do you think I had?'.
In Ancient Greek, given topics are placed in the position immediately following the verb. 35 Given topics refer to entities which are currently in the centre of attention and therefore assumed by the speaker to be highly accessible to the addressee. Given topics do not stand in any signifĳicant contrast with alternative topical referents. (20) In examples (a) and (b), Δελφοὶ and ᾽Αστυάγης are the grammatical subjects of the main verb. Since they are given topics, they are placed directly after the main verb. 36 They are highly accessible referents since they have been mentioned in the preceding sentence. In (a) the Delphians are referred to as passive agents ὑπὸ Δελφῶν. In (b) Astyages is referred to by the dative pronoun οἱ. The accusative τὴν πολιορκίην (c) and τὸν ᾽Αγάθωνα in (d) are the subjects of the infĳinitive complements ἔσεσθαι and φάναι, respectively. The siege in (c) is already mentioned in the preceding sentence as grammatical subject and is therefore highly accessible. 37 In example (d), Aristodemus is speaking about the conversation he had with Agathon about whether they should bring in Socrates or leave him standing in the neighbor's porch. As he is one of the current interlocutors, Agathon is a given discourse topic.
. Raising
The preposing of constituents which semantically belong to the complement clause can be regarded as a specifĳic form of raising. More specifĳically, it is a form of what Dik calls 'Raising-1' which he describes as: 'a form of pure displacement: the term in question appears in the matrix clause, but further remains unaffected: it retains its form appropriate to its function in the embedded domain' (Dik, 1997: II.344 ). As I have argued, in Ancient Greek this specifĳic type of raising is triggered by pragmatic factors. It appears that there are no grammatical constraints to the process. All constituents of the complement clause are potentially available for preposing, regardless of their syntactic or semantic properties. A very similar type of pragmatically motivated raising is found in Hungarian, as is illustrated by the following examples (from De Groot 1981: 47, 52; see also Hengeveld & Mackenzie 2008: 368-369) . 38 36) The clitic pronoun μιν is in Wackernagel's position and can therefore be disregarded. 37) The non-second position of the clitic οἱ after the embedding verb δοκέων should not be regarded as irregular. In complex sentences, the most frequently occurring position of postpositive pronouns is in fact directly behind the main verb. This also means that the delayed position of οἱ cannot be taken as a conclusive indication of an intonation boundary preceding δοκέων. 38) A similar pragmatically motivated form of clause intertwining is also found in Latin (Bolkestein 1981) . (21) Hungarian basic word order is similar to Ancient Greek in that topical elements are placed in clause-initial position, while narrow focus constituents are in preverbal position. Another relevant feature of Hungarian is the presence of a cataphoric demonstrative element azt which refers to the subsequent complement clause. This demonstrative azt occupies the preverbal focus position of the main clause indicating that the complement clause as a whole is focal information. The preverbal focus position in the complement clause is occupied by ötre 'at fĳive'. In (21b), ötre is preposed in the preverbal focus position of the main clause. In (21c), the topic of the complement clause Mari (note the nominative case-marking) is placed in the topic position of the main clause.
. Conclusion
I have argued that placing constituents of the complement clause in a position preceding the main verb serves the purpose of pragmatically highlighting these constituents. Constituents which can be placed in this pragmatically marked preposed position are Themes, topics, narrow foci and adverbs with Setting function. The infĳinitive complement clause can also be preposed in order to mark it as a narrow focus. The structural Theme, topic and focus position in the main clause are 'borrowed', so to speak, by constituents of the complement clause in order to increase their discourse prominence. The general word order schema of complex sentences as represented in schema (5) can be characterized roughly as a combination of two intertwined clausal word order schemas. This paper is intended as a fĳirst attempt to analyse constituent-preposing in complex sentences. No doubt, further research will reveal additional factors which trigger clause-intertwining in Ancient Greek.
